
07/19/200&~10: 21 FAX a 0 0 4  

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Comission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the U.S. and all over the world rely heavily upon lowcost 
relecommunications services to keep in touch with f’amily and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of Amerkan service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC i s  considering appIying %-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their f d i e s  at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

. 

Imposing in-state charges’would amount to a substantial. increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling car& for our service men and women, Please look out for our 

services. 
refuse to impose new access chargcs and fees on prepaid caIling card 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps Y Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th. street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and mit;tarY 
families rely upon calling d servjceg for a variety ofneeds. Many ofthese ccmsumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit, far l o d  telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointnsent, or 
stay h touch with fmiIy and fiiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, 51s 

there are no hidden fees or charges, In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards me 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable ahnative to regular and 
wireless telephone services- 

But such price hikes are precisely what the PCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would -el directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding =cess charges to be paid to local telephone companies wilI substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the bendits Latino and other communities gain 
fiom these sexviccs. Please stop any e m  to raise rates on American consumers and decide tbt  
these services are not subject to @e exorbitant new access - charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

. I  
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Foderal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th s.treet, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immipnts, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumem, a prepaid card may be the onty option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's. appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fkiends. These cards offer convdence and predictable cost, as 
there am no hidden fkes or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because tbey are an affdI.dable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes 8 f t  p i s d y  what the FCC will do if it inflicts new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would fume1 directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that cag Ieast &ord to 
bear it. 

. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially .bcrease the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefa Latino and other commmiities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop any e f k t  to raise ratcs on American casuniers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

CCS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military persolinel stationed in the U S .  and all over the world rely heavily upon lowcost 
teleconmunications services to keep in touch with family and fiends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other f e y  on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be IeR without access to teIephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of Vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refise to impose n e w  access charges and fees on prepaid cdling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Conlmissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioncr Jonathan Adelstein 
Senacor 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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J.uly 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 121h street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

. . . - . . . . .. 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose n e w  hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income familits, senior citizens, immigants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card seMces  for a varkty of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephaoe 
service- For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay c o ~ e c t e d  
-to make phone 4 1 s  to ]oak for a job, for affordable housing make a doctor's appointmenf of 
stay in touch with family and fiends. These cards OBEX convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In econornicaIly disadvautagd mas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid d i n g  c&ds are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affdable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inf l ih  new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would ~UMCI directly to large local telephone 
c o m p ~ e s  while the burden would fall square!y upon those consmrs that can least &Ord to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will subslantidly increase the par 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefii Latino and other communities gain 
from rhee services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access'charges and other fees. 

S i n C  

CCS: Cmnmissioner Michael W s  
Commissionar Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adels(& 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sme& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

1 am writing to ask that the IFCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling kard 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrmts, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctar’s appointment, or 
stay id touch with fslmily and fiends. These cards offer convenience and pmdictsble cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers titerdly 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid d i n g  cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it hflicts new ‘Wstate” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would finnel directly to large I d  telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those congumcts that can least afford to 
bearit. 

Adding access charges to be  paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase tpe per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls,jeopatdizing the bendits Latino and other mmmunities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop agr &ort 16 raise rates on American CoLlSumeJrj and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access chargeis and other fees. 

U ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissionei Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12rh street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and militmy 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid catd may be tbe only option they have tb stay connected 
- to make phone calls to Imk for a job, for affdrdable housing, make a doctor’s appoinbnent, or 
stay in touch with family and fticnds. Them cards offer conyenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no fiidden fees or charges. In economicaIly disadvantaged areas, consumers Merally 
risk being disconnected if h e  prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards am 
indispensable to consumer groups because they me an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

Bur such price hikes me precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new ’’h-StBte” access charges 
and other f e s  on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local tclephonc 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least f i r d  to, 
bear it 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantidly increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and othm communities @I 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates m Anierican consurnem and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and otber fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abtrnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C Docket No. 03- 13 3 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and otber minon'ty commun..,&s rely upon low-cost te,xommunications services to 
acmmpjish many every day tasks, fiom looking fix a job or ffirdable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new cbarges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming milliods of 
h ~ i n o s  and other consumers nationwide. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying "b-state" access charges and other feos on 
cemin prepaid calling card services- Many Latinos, particularly those on furtd incomes or tbose 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe tn local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affopiable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are fhc only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the paice ofprepaid 
calling cards will diredy harm individuals who can least afford price increases, 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying tbe utility of calling cards to disadvantaged conmmers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even wben tbcy do not seU the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordablc. Please 
look out for consumers and refixse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid caIling card 
services, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael C o n s  
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 

. Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem 
Senatar 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th slreq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Eu3: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvanbged individuals to stay in touch in the5 communities. 

The Latino community i s  particularly sensitive to any price in- for pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half o f  the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid wds- Pre-paid calling cards are so pvalent  in part because 
they save consmefl money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income wnsumm hostage, we should 
not be faced witb rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fid incomes depend entirely upon prepaid d o e  b- they cannut 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befbre 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, mnsmf3rs can make calls h r n  payphones or the telephones 
of fmiIy members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "conneoted" as we look for , 

jobs, hum for houses, M schedule many of the other daily app0iutment.s that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges imd fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiarks of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer inbrestn over col;porate gain by keeping 
aiXodable prepaid calling cards a prioriq. 

SillCerely, 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay b touch in their communities. 

n e  Latino wmrnuoity is particularly sensitive to any price increme for pm-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half o f  the howebolds witb incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards- Prepaid calling carcis are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money, 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon grepaid service btcause they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
geaing a phone. With pmpaid cards, colfswmers can make calls bin payphones or the telephones 
of fmily members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected'' as w e  look €6r 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the atbq daily appointments that we dl have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new durges and fees on these cads. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest benefichies of such 
charges. The FCC should d a d  up for consumer iatcrcsts over corporate gain by keeppug 
affordable pmpafd calling cards a priority. 

- 
Commissiousr K&een Abemathy 
Commissioner Revin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathm A&Mh 
Senator 
Senator 
Coegressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communicatioqs Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th Street, S.W. 

E: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should no? impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calIhg  card^. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wil l  simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay io touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensihve to any price increase for pre-paid calling caids; 
approximately 43% of Litho bouseholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they Save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we ‘should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on f d  incomes depend m h l y  upon prepaid Service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that lood phone companjes insist upon Worn 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumws can make c a b  h m  pqphones or the telepbonea 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ‘‘connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these d. 
Some of the nation’s largest telepbone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 

interests over c&porate gain by keeping 

Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal. Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; W C  Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell; 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fj-iends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hannhg millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access cbarges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Lahos,  pdcularly those on fixed incomes or those 
estabIishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subicnie to local 
telephone service, refy upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As B result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without &em, many consumcfs 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards Will directly harm individuals who can least a f f o r d  price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount M a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the uiility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling ’card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services fllbsrantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prcpaid calling card 
services. 

CCS: ‘ Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KatbJeen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
congressperson . 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal CommuniCations Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon lowcdst telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from 1ooJcing for a job or af5ordable housing to staying in ’ 

touch with family and fiiends- But pending before the FCC is a proposat that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon sewices upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers natirnw.de. 

T undermd that the FCC is considering applying %-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, paRicuIarly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscnibe to 1 0 4  
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others.facr similar challwges. 

As a rcsult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left witbout access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least cord price increases. 

’ 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of CalIing cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allov4ng the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even +hen they do not sell the cal la  card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid d i n g  card 
services. 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy ” 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
smator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

http://natirnw.de
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC' Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day lasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
iouch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon servjces upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationw4de. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid caIIing card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fvred incomes or those 
establishing a credit hiaoy, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without thtm, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be lefi without access to telephone service. Raisbg the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can lcast afford pnce increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a subStantial increase in tbe cost of  prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of d l h g  cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing thelarge, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fks on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

Commissioner Kathleen Ab&aihy 
Commissioner Kevin Aht in  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streek s-w. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a c q s  charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged hdkiduals to stay in touch in th& communities., 

The ]Latino communjty is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid CalIing cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 bave used prepaidards. %paid calling cards are SO prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmad and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-hwmt 
households who are on f d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit'rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consum~s can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use the& cards to stay ''connected'' as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe othq daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that tbe FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the large,? bnefidaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over dpomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

sincerely, 

Commissioner Kathleen Abematly 
Commissioner Kevb Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges mid fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvatitaged individuak to m y  in touch 51 their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase. for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households uselbrn. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holdhg fvred and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be fwed with rising telephone servioe costs as well. Jn particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because t h 9  cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companieS insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom pqphones or the telephones 
of farnily members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies A u l d  be the largest bendciaties of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests Over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner G/ ichael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commhsioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powdl 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12tb Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid caIIing cards- Tfyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply M v e  up the cost for minority or , 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their comunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approxirnateJy 43% of Latino households use tbem, Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid c d h g  cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. h particular, many low-income 
bouseholds who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid d c e  because they cantlot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local pbone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, commers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay uconnectedw as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of .such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests Over corponte gah by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority- 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Cammissianer Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abern&y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

,Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chaimiso Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a c q s  charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. zfyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged iudividuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino commw$y is particularly sensitive to any price increme far pre-paid calling car&, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use tbem. Xndeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have d prepaid cards. Prepaid calling carcis are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. h particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed idcomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, GOIISU~UX can make calls fiom payphones or the telcphones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohtments that we a11 have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new ch&s and fees on these cards. 
Some of the n9tioo’s largest telephone companies would be the largest bcncfioiarjes of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for comumer inter- over co*orate gain by keeping 
affordnble prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Sincerely, - 

ccs: commissioner ~ c h a e l  bpps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
~ec~eral Gmmmications Commiss’ion 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will‘simply drive up lhe cost fix minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay h touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particdarly sensitive to my price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save c o m e r s  money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fxed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs RS well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depead enthely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, wnsumers can make calls ~m payphones or tbe telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look €or 
jobs, hyot for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’sbrgest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. “be FCC should stand up for co~surner intends over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner &heJ C o p  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congcssperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DNketNO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fkes upon prepaid calling cards- Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will. simply drive up the cost fix minority or 
disadvantaged individuals b stay in touch in thcir communities. 

Tbe Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe househoIds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are SO prevalent in part because 
they save consumm money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income corkurnen hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service COstG as well. h particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid scryice because ,they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, oonsumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use tbese cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of &e other daily appointments that w4 all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of  the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of.such 
charges. "%e FCC should stand np for consumer interests over cO+rate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Capps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin M a t h  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman M c h l  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission ' 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new m s s  charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of tbese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cafds, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half o f  the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. I'm-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canuot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls f i m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "mnnected" as we look fix 
jobs, hunt fix houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fiid it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges- The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over m~orate gain by keeping 
afiordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Ccrpps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal comoOunications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th Street, S.W. 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cast  of these wds, you will'simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particdarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have uscd prepaid cards. &-paid calliag cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sexvice costs as well. In particular, rnmy low-income 
households who are OII fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid senrice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phoae companies insist upon before 
getting a phac.  With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay U c c m n d n  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests Over co;pOrnte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 
3 

Commissioner Kathletn Abernarby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathaa Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications CommissiOn 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fkes upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for rninority'or 
disadvantaged individuals to shy in touch in their communities. 

The Latino cornmuxi+ is psvticularly sensitive to arry price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe housebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. %paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they swe consumers money- 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixta incomes depend entirely upon prepaid.sexvice because fbey cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that I d  phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, comumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of fmily members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have- 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of. such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests over caeomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copp.  " U  
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
C ongressperson 



July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. I 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 
i .  Dear Chairman Powell: 

@l020/036 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in. 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending beftm the FCC is a proposal that would introduce * 
new charges and fees upon services upan which we depend, immediate!y hannbg millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-Me" access charges and other fees OR 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result,,prcpaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, m q  consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

" 

Imposing in-state charges would mount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. AUowiag the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even wbcn they do nut sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; tbus making these senrices substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

Lk!ik&;i-w 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copp 

Coplmissioner KasbJeen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
senatar 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Faderal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC D ~ k c t N o .  03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wil l  simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino bouseholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards: Pre-paid cdliag cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and miIk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  shouId 
not be faced with rising telephone senrice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the c d t  rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone Companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "mocted" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards: 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of.such 
charges- The FCC should a n d  up for consumer interests wer coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards 3 priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copp 
Commissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martia 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Sellator 
cmgmsperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, Tx: 20554 
445 12th SfY- s.w, 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If YOU 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvmtagd individuals to stay in touch in their 00mmUnitie~. , 

The.Latino commmity is padcularly sensitive to any price increase for we-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of T-atho housebolds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save mnsumers money. 

With gas and milk priccs already holding fied and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon pmpaid service because 4hey cannot 
meet the credjt rating or he@ deposit requiremeats that local phone compaoies insist upon before 
getting a phonc. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fi-om payphones or tfie telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use theie cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other ddly appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that tbc FCC would impose new charges a i d  fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest benefici&es ofsuch 
charges. The FCC should stand up €or consumer interests over -%rate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Mastin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 


